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his vision generously enriched by a consistent view of Europe as a single 
family which, though falling into different national groups, is engaged in 
working out through combats, blunders, and heart-ache a glorious com- 
mon destiny. Furthermore, the reader will find a learned, well-balanced 
presentation of the many forces, political, economic, scientific, and even 
literary which have combined to make the modern world. Often 
enough, for instance in the introduction dealing with the French Revo- 
lution, events are linked in a causal relation which is subject to chal- 
lenge. This will always occur when history makes interpretation its 
chief business, but it is no serious drawback as long as an author main- 
tains, as Professor Schapiro honorably does, a fair-minded outlook stu- 
diously and sincerely concerned with giving each fact and influence its 
due weight. Valuable aids are afforded the student by twenty-seven 
maps scattered through the text and by a carefully selected bibliography 
at the end. 

Ferdinand Schevill. 

Militarism and Statecraft. By Munroe Smith, Professor of Juris- 
prudence in Columbia University. (New York and London: 
G. P. Putnam's Sons. 1918. Pp. xix, 286. $1.50.) 
"It is the purpose of this essay to compare the conduct of Austro- 
German diplomacy before the outbreak of the World War with that of 
Prussian and German diplomacy in the Bismarckian period; and, in so 
far as the more recent diplomacy was less successful than the earlier, to 
indicate what seems to have been one of the principal obstacles to its 
success." 

In this opening paragraph Professor Munroe Smith not only indi- 
cates the purpose of his book, but passes judgment on the interesting 
question of Bismarck's responsibility for the war. That the great chan- 
cellor must bear some part of the blame is undeniable, for the political 
system which vested the question of peace or war in an irresponsible 
government was his creation; and there also is no doubt that the insuf- 
ferable conceit of contemporary Germany was born in the sweeping 
triumphs of the wars engineered by Bismarck. But the author believes 
that German diplomacy has incurred the guilt of precipitating the present 
war precisely because it abandoned Bismarckian practice and precept. 

The first two chapters are devoted to an elaboration of this thesis. 
Bismarck's diplomacy, according to Professor Smith, was governed by 
two principal axioms: the value of the defensive position, which places 
the onus of starting a war on your adversary and endows you with " the 
whole weight of the imponderables " ; and the danger of a policy which 
aims at power or prestige, as opposed to the promotion of national in- 
terests. In the three wars by which he achieved the unification of 
Germany, Bismarck managed to place his opponent technically in the 
wrong, and the positive advantage in each case was British neutrality. 
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After 1870, appreciating fully the distrust which his own methods had 
aroused, the chancellor was careful to steer a safe course which left 
the position of Germany unassailable and which did not commit her to 
support an adventurous policy of either Russia or Austria-Hungary, 
with both of which powers Germany maintained intimate relations. The 
result was peace in Europe and the ascendancy of Germany in its 
councils. 

As for the method, " the keystone of Bismarck's entire foreign policy, 
from the beginning to the end of his official career, was the maintenance 
of friendly relations with Russia" (p. 26). By this means he kept 
France isolated and restrained the ambitions of Austria-Hungary. Nor 
did he allow serious difficulties to develop with Great Britain. Pro- 
fessor Smith quotes various utterances of Bismarck after his retirement 
criticizing the new departure of William II. in the Far East and the 
changing policy towards Russia and in the Balkans; all of which led to 
the disaster of 1914. 

Proceeding from this hypothesis, that Bismarck's policies were dic- 
tated by a correct estimate of the European situation, the author ana- 
lyzes in detail the diplomacy of the Central Powers in 1914 and finds it 
universally and completely at fault. In spite of the remark that "the 
ultimatum sent to the Serbian government was in the main defensible 
as to its content" (p. 135), he contends that Teutonic policy was striving 
for power and prestige, not for the defense of vital national interests. 
" By attacking Serbia, Austria menaced the existing balance of power 
in the Balkans; and it was on this ground, not on the ground of a duty 
to protect a Slav state, that Russia intervened" (p. 49). He refuses 
absolutely to accept the German contention that the Russian mobilization 
was an adequate casus belli — a contention put forward by the military 
party to justify their taking control of affairs, and a point of view suc- 
cessfully opposed by Bismarck from the beginning to the end of his 
career. In this connection the fact is noted that the German failure in 
1914 to cite the promise of neutrality in the event of defensive war, 
which Britain had made in 1912, was tantamount to admitting that the 
Russian mobilization was not a hostile act. 

In his third chapter, dealing with the German Theory of War- 
fare, Professor Smith quotes Clausewitz and Hartmann to show that 
the state of mind revealed by the German War Book, also extensively 
quoted, dates back several generations, at least among military men. 
Then, remarking that "never in the history of the world has the mili- 
tarist theory had a fairer or a more crucial test" (p. 198), he asks, 
"What has been the result of the experiment?" The answer follows: 

Today Germany has enemies in every continent and in the islands of 
all the seas. German theorists have learned that the world, although 
politically unorganized, is capable in an emergency of collective action 
against an offending state, just as the mining camp, although destitute 
of constituted authority, is capable of collective action against a claim- 
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jumper. The world is organizing itself into something that looks very 
like a vigilance committee. 

And as this review is being written (October 19, 1918), we seem to hear 
the rumblings of the storm within Germany which portends the repudia- 
tion of the military state by those upon whom it has imposed itself. 

The last chapter, on German Land Hunger, sets forth the fa- 
miliar story of the growth of German ambitions and the specific expres- 
sion of these ambitions by various Germans since August, 1914. The 
well-known collection by Grumbach provides much of the material. 
Once again the author makes a striking comparison with the Bismarck- 
ian era. 

" Before 1870 there was little of the spirit of militarism in Germany 
outside of Prussia, nor was the Prussian people as a whole animated 
by this spirit. Few Germans even dreamed of military conquests or of 
world empire" (p. 206). But to-day, he deliberately concludes, the na- 
tion is "temporarily insane" (p. 266). And we may cherish with him 
the hope that "Today, as was the case a century ago, when the allied 
Russians, Germans, and English overthrew Napoleon, the defeat of an 
empire may be the salvation of a people ". 

The value of Professor Munroe Smith's book lies in the fact that a 
biographer and admirer of Bismarck has shown how the Germans have 
fallen short of his example and teaching. If some of the German pam- 
phleteers who criticized the policy of William II. because it was not 
sufficiently Bismarckian, i. e., not sufficiently vigorous, had understood 
more clearly the real policy of their hero, the world might have been 
spared the miseries of the present war. 

Bernadotte E. Schmitt. 

BOOKS OF AMERICAN HISTORY 

European Treaties bearing on the History of the United States and 
its Dependencies to 1648. Edited by Frances Gardiner Daven- 
port. (Washington: Carnegie Institution of Washington. 1917. 
Pp. vi, 387. $2.50.) 

This volume is a contribution to the fundamental need of those who 
undertake to discuss historical questions, namely, trustworthy original 
material. The concoction of spurious documents for purposes of public 
deception is an industry of which no age has enjoyed a monopoly; and, 
after such a document has once found its way into circulation, igno- 
rance, carelessness, and partizanship may be expected to assure it a rela- 
tive immortality. Occasionally, however, perhaps after the lapse of a 
long time, there comes a painstaking, conscientious investigator, whose 
regard for the truth outweighs the desire for notoriety and the impulse 
to make " copy ", and raises the question of evidential value. The re- 
sults of his work will not be found on popular reading shelves, where 



